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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. This manuscript is critically important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive and foundational educational resource on medical protozoology, specifically tailored for beginners.
2. It effectively addresses a significant global health burden by consolidating essential knowledge on the biology, epidemiology, and pathogenesis of neglected tropical protozoan diseases, which remain a major cause of morbidity and mortality. 
3. By bridging the gap between complex parasitological concepts and the needs of new medical students, the review serves as a vital tool to improve diagnosis, treatment, and prevention strategies.
4.  Furthermore, it lays the groundwork for inspiring future research and interventions aimed at controlling these pervasive and often overlooked infections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current Title: The current title of the manuscript is "Introduction to Medical Protozoology for Beginners"

· Strengths of the Current Title: It is clear, simple, and accurately describes the content. The phrase "for Beginners" correctly targets medical freshmen and those new to the field.

· Weaknesses: It is very broad and generic. It sounds like a textbook chapter or a lecture title, not a "Review Article" intended for publication in a scientific journal. It lacks the gravity, specificity, and keywords that would attract its intended scientific audience and optimize it for search engines and databases.

Verdict: While not incorrect, the title is not optimal for a scientific review article. It undersells the depth and scope of the manuscript.
Below is the suggested alternative title:

Medical Protozoology: A Foundational Review for Global Health and Medical Education

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The current abstract is good in content but poor in structure and clarity: 
· It contains all the necessary elements (problem, scope, purpose, implied methodology, conclusion) but they are presented in a convoluted and repetitive way. Therefore, it should be splitted into labeled sections (Background, Aims, Approach, Conclusion) immediately makes it easier for a researcher or editor to scan and evaluate. Many journals encourage or require this format.
· The language is often verbose and contains grammatical errors like "previously mentioned problems can be reveal first" that reduce its professionalism. 
· It also lacks a solid conclusion statement as it does not end with a strong take-home message about the article's value or contribution. 
· Reframe the aim to reflect the suggested title of the abstract "Medical Protozoology: A Foundational Review for Global Health and Medical Education" 
· Slightly adjust the keywords to be more standard for database indexing (e.g., "medical education," "global health," "life cycle").
                                                                                                                            
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on a comprehensive review, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well-supported. The core biological, medical, and epidemiological information presented is accurate, up-to-date, and backed by a robust list of relevant scientific references from reputable journals and organizations like the WHO.
It demonstrates a strong command of the subject matter, correctly explaining complex concepts such as life cycles, organelle functions, modes of transmission, and the global health impact of various protozoan diseases.
While the science is correct, a few minor points could be tweaked for enhanced precision or clarity:

1. Taxonomic Terminology: The phrase "Protozoans mostly are a polyphyletic group" (Section 2) is accurate but could be slightly refined. Modern taxonomy indeed recognizes that "protozoa" is not a single, monophyletic group (all descendants of a common ancestor) but a collection of several distinct eukaryotic lineages. A more precise statement might be: "Protozoa are a diverse, polyphyletic group of single-celled eukaryotes..."
2. Grammar and Clarity in Sentences: Some sentences are long and grammatically complex, which can obscure the excellent scientific content. For example, "Those number of global protozoa infections increases annually, and this problem necessitates further study in order to improve understanding of these protozoan which will further help medical professionals to recognize its existence in nature..."
The minor points listed above are suggestions for polishing an already strong scientific document to make it clearer and more precise for an academic audience.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is a significant strength of the manuscript. It is largely sufficient and impressively recent, which is crucial for a review article aiming to provide a current perspective on the field. The use of sources from 2024 and 2025 demonstrates a commendable effort to incorporate the very latest research.
While the list is strong, a few key areas could be bolstered with additional citations to enhance comprehensiveness and provide more foundational context, especially for a beginner audience.

Below are some suggestions:

1. Maintain a uniform style of referencing, see the two examples below:
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2. Replace the following references with the more recent one:
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Du, F., Edwards, K., Shen, Z., Sun, B., De Lozanne, A., Briggs, S., & Firtel, R. A. (2008). Regulation of contractile vacuole formation and activity in Dictyostelium. The EMBO journal, 27(15), 2064–2076. https://doi.org/10.1038/emboj.2008.131

Ehrlich, H. (2010). Suctorian Protozoa. 10.1007/978-90-481-9130-7_24. 

Grebecki, A., & Kłopocka, W. (1981). Functional interdependence of pseudopodia in Amoeba proteus stimulated by light-shade difference. Journal of cell science, 50, 245–258. https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.50.1.245

Jokipii, L., Pohjola, S., Valle, S. L., & Jokipii, A. M. (1985). Frequency, multiplicity and repertoire of intestinal protozoa in healthy homosexual men and in patients with gastrointestinal symptoms. Annals of clinical research, 17(2), 57–59.

Kreier, J.P., Baker, J.R. (1987). Anatomy and physiology of the protozoa. In: Parasitic Protozoa. Springer, Dordrecht. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-011-6847-2_2

Landfear SM. (2011). Nutrient Transport and Pathogenesis in Selected Parasitic Protozoa. Eukaryot Cell 10: https://doi.org/10.1128/EC.00287-10
Long, H., & Zufall, R. A. (2010). Diverse modes of reproduction in the marine free-living ciliate Glauconema trihymene. BMC microbiology, 10, 108. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-10-108

Párducz B. (1967). Ciliary movement and coordination in ciliates. International review of cytology, 21, 91–128. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0074-7696(08)60812-8

Pecková, H., & Lom, J. (1990). Growth, morphology and division of flagellates of the genus Trypanoplasma (Protozoa, Kinetoplastida) in vitro. Parasitology research, 76(7), 553–558. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00932559

Prudêncio, M., Rodriguez, A. & Mota, M. (2006) The silent path to thousands of merozoites: the Plasmodium liver stage. Nat Rev Microbiol 4, 849–856. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro1529

Prusch, R.D. (1985). Regulation of Pinocytosis in Amoeba Proteus by the Calcium Ion. In: Pullman, A., Vasilescu, V., Packer, L. (eds) Water and Ions in Biological Systems. Springer, Boston, MA. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4899-0424-9_62

Ricci, N. (1989) Locomotion as a criterion to read the adaptive biology of Protozoa and their evolution toward Metazoa , Italian Journal of Zoology, 56:3, 245-263, DOI: 10.1080/11250008909355648

Rohloff, P., & Docampo, R. (2008). A contractile vacuole complex is involved in osmoregulation in Trypanosoma cruzi. Experimental parasitology, 118(1), 17–24. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exppara.2007.04.013
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Schuster, F. L., & Ramirez-Avila, L. (2008). Current world status of Balantidium coli. Clinical microbiology reviews, 21(4), 626–638. https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00021-08

Sibley L. D. (2011). Invasion and intracellular survival by protozoan parasites. Immunological reviews, 240(1), 72–91. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-065X.2010.00990.x

Sibley, L. D., Håkansson, S., & Carruthers, V. B. (1998). Gliding motility: An efficient mechanism for cell penetration. Current Biology, 8(1), R12–R14. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-9822(98)70008-9. 

Sibly, R., Calow, P. (1982). Asexual reproduction in protozoa and invertebrates, Journal of Theoretical Biology, 96, 3, 401-424, https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-5193(82)90118-7.

Smith-Somerville, H. E., Ziemkiewicz, H. T., & Ryals, P. E. (2005). Protozoan Nutrition and Metabolism. In Encyclopedia of Life Sciences. 

Tardieux I, Menard R. (2008).Migration of Apicomplexa across biological barriers: the Toxoplasma and Plasmodium rides. Traffic, 9, 627–635. doi: 10.1111/j.1600-0854.2008.00703.x

Verni, F., & Rosati, G. (2011). Resting cysts: A survival strategy in Protozoa Ciliophora. Italian Journal of Zoology, 78(2), 134–145. https://doi.org/10.1080/11250003.2011.560579


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No, the language and English quality of the manuscript, in its current state, is not yet suitable for scholarly communication. While the scientific content is strong and the references are excellent.
The problems are widespread and affect nearly every section. They can be categorized as follows:
1. Grammatical Errors:
Subject-Verb Agreement: "Those number of global protozoa infections increases annually..." (Should be "The number... increases" or "Those numbers... increase") (See your Abstract section). 
: "...improve understanding of these protozoan" (Should be "protozoa" or "protozoans"). (See your Abstract section).                                                                                                                                                                                     
Pronoun Agreement: "...help medical professionals to recognize its existence" ("its" refers to "protozoan", but the subject should be plural: "protozoa" or "parasites", so it should be "their existence") (See your Abstract section). 
Tense Inconsistency: Check the unnecessary shifting between present and past tense.
"All of those previously mentioned problems can be reveal first …" should be All of those previously mentioned problems can be revealed first …, this sentence should be improved using standard English academic constructions (see example 1 under No. 2).
2. Awkward Phrasing and Lack of Idiomatic Flow:
Many sentences are convoluted and difficult to read because they directly translate phrasing from the author's native language rather than using standard English academic constructions.

Example 1: "All of those previously mentioned problems can be reveal first by understanding the basic biology of protozoa." (See your Abstract section). 
· Improved: "A foundational understanding of protozoan biology is the first step toward addressing these challenges."

Example 2: "These factors will open the perspective of scholar who want to start their academic journey..." (See your Abstract section). 
· Improved: "This knowledge provides a critical foundation for scholars beginning their academic journey..."
3. Wordiness and Redundancy:
The text uses more words than necessary, obscuring the main point.

Example: "...this problem necessitates further study in order to improve understanding of these protozoan which will further help medical professionals to recognize its existence in nature, its virulence and pathogenesis..." (See your Abstract section). 
· Improved: "This problem necessitates further study to improve understanding of protozoa, which will aid medical professionals in recognizing their transmission dynamics, virulence mechanisms, and pathogenesis."

4. Inconsistent and Non-Standard Terminology:
· Use of "freshmen" (more common in US undergraduate contexts) instead of "first-year students" or "medical novices" in a global scholarly article (See the keywords of the Abstract).
· Phrases like "its existence in nature" are vague. Better terms would be "environmental reservoirs," "transmission cycles," or "ecology." (See your Abstract section). 
NOTE: Check carefully the other sections of the manuscript to make same improvement where necessary, because investing in professional language editing is not just a suggestion; it is a necessary step to ensure the valuable scientific work within the manuscript receives the serious consideration it deserves from the academic community.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically strong but linguistically weak. With thorough professional language editing and minor structural adjustments, especially to the abstract and title, it has the potential to be a highly effective and useful educational resource.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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